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Lo T

Smart Start the North Carohna Early Chrldhood Imtlatlve was establrshed in 1993 as a ’ '
partnershrp between state govemment and local leaders service prowders and fam111es to better '
.‘ ._ serve young chrldren and the1r famrlres ensur1ng that all chlldren enter school healthy and e
prepared to succeed .Smart Start ] 1nnovat1ve approach requlres local commumty partnershlps to.
plan how best to meet the1r own community’s needs, improve and expand’ previous programs for
- children_ and families, and design and implement _new' programs. Although each partnership .

o ‘decides how best tomeet the' needs of children and families, they are all working to impro__v'e“‘the‘ :
quality of early childhood education, including center-based care.

Are we prov1d1ng h1gh quahty chrld care in North Carollna‘7 Has the quahty of center-
based child care in ploneer Smart Start partnershrps changed over t1me‘7 These questlons were
addressed 1n a Smart Stan evaluation study descnbed in an earlier report Eﬁ’ects of Smart Start
- on the Quality ofPreschool.CthrI Care (April 1997)_. F1ndmgs from this study suggest that ch_rld ' E
care quality has improved over time in these pioneer partnerships. From 1994 to 1996 the ‘ |
'percentage of classes rated as providing good or _better‘.quality care increased from 14% to 25%.

The purpose of 'this report is to present more detailed mformation about the child care
. centers than was. mcluded in the. earller report. The Apnl 1997 report focused mainly . on overall
chlld care qualrty This’ report summarlzes more detalled 1nformatlon about the characterlstrcs |

- services provided, .teacher educatlon and traming, quality, and other'aspects of the participating
: Chlld care centers. Data were gathered in 1994 and 1996 through classroom observatlons and
" :‘mter\news w1th’ch11d~care d1rectors Informatlon from bo-th‘ 1994 and ’1996 Chlld care samples 1s ."_--: 3
| mcluded in tlus report The more. detalled 1nformat10n-presented in tlus report should be useful

to partnershrps in momtormg the progress of the1r Chlld care 1mt1at1ves and planmng new




initiatives to meet the child care commumtys needs.fzcil_hi,l'd care directors and providers may find
| the 1nformat10n -helptul m understandmg the characteristics of child care c‘enters in their |
comrr'imiity and pilanning strategies' for improving child care se-rvices.‘ |

. 'Study Description |

In the fall and w1nter of 1954 93, researchers v1s1ted 184 child care centers in the ﬁrst 12-;_
Smart Start partnerships (22% of the 831 licensed centers in those counties). In 1996-97, 188
child care centers from the same counties were visited (19% of the 995 licensed centers)

‘Ninety-one (91) centers were v1s1ted in both 1994 and 1996 Of the centers invited to part1c1pate
in the study, 75% agreed to do so in 1994; 64% in 1996. Some Ch]ld care directors in the 1996
sample said they did not want to particlpate because they had participated in too much research
recently or they were dissatisﬁ_ed with local Smart Start decision—makiné. Although the
participation rate dropped from 1994 to 1996, both years’ participation rates were equal to or
higher than participation rates in two recent child care observation studies with large samples

~ (the Cost Quality, and Outcomes Study in North Carolma and the National Institute of Child
Health and Human Development Study of Early Child Care)

In each year of data collection, data were obtained from two samples of child care
centers: a partnership-normnated sample and a random sample The nominated sample cons1sted
of child care centers that the 12 partnerships noted were involved in local Smart Start child care
quality improvement efforts. These centers were invited to participate in 1994 and agarn in -
‘1996. The_nominated Sample was ’in‘clude_d to study directly the effect of Smart Start on child

j care in centers that ;vve:re conﬁrmed to be part1c1pating The second sample of centers'was B

randomly selected from the 1994 and 1996 lists of licensed child care centers in the partnerships,

" " FPG-UNC Smart Start Evaluation Report on Child Care in 1994'and 1996~ T R



. egandlessof acenters pariipation in Smare it The radom samble was inchded fo messhre
. the overall quahty of care in each partnership commurnty and to prov1de a companson W1th the )
- ‘N nomlnated sample ThJS process resulted in the selection of some centers both randomly and by --

: -:nominatlon a'more frelquent occurrence in small countles with tenver Ch.lld care centers .These
two sar_nples were fiot signiﬁ_cantly different on any child care variable in either 1994 or 19;96; s0.0
they are cornhined in .all'finther-analyses presente_c_l here. |

At each center, data collectors completed»the Eaer-Childhood Environment Rating Scale

' (ECERS Harms & Chfford 1980) in one randomly selected preschool classroom The ECERS
| isa well—estabhshed measure of child care quahty that assesses seven general areas personal care. _ '.
' -_routines furnishings' and dlspiay .for children lanémge-reasomng experlences ﬁne and éross
motor activ1t1es, creative actn_/itles, soclal development, and adult needs. Scores on each of 3 7 -
: items can range from1to7 yvith the overall mean score obtained -by a\;eraging all.-items'typically :
used as a global measure of the developmental appropriateness or qhality of the classroom. An B
. o'verall score from 1 t03 1s considered poor; scores'from 3 to 5 are considered medium; and N

scores of 5 or greater are considered good. Data collectors also interviewed center directors to .

- obtain information about center characteristics and services, including a checklist of 14 different, .. -

Smart Start improvement activities the center.or center staff might have participated indufing the
past year. "The child care providers in the observed classrooms were asked to provide basic

- deniographic_'inforrnati_On about theniselves. Y




L Summary of Child Car_e.'Fi_ndings-Fro‘rn'All Pioneer Smart Start Partnerships* - -

Observed Quahty.

| 'In 1994 only 14% of the ch11d care centers prov1ded good” quallty care. In

' :';x 1996 25% of the centers prov1ded “good” quahty care Thxs mcrease 1n l
.observed quahty of care was also ev1dent in the 91 chrld care centers that were

visited in both 1994 and 1996.

. Licensing
| The percentage o‘f centers: .l.icensed at the higher AA level was-greater 1n the
1.996l- sample than in the _1994 sarnple. Of the 91 child care centers that were. |
visited. in both years, the percent of AA-licensed centers rose from 37% to 52%;-
The increase in AA-licensed centers is additional evidence that the quality of

child care is improving in these Smart Start counties.

; NAEYC _Accreditation

_The percent of centers, voluntanly accredited by the Natlonal Association for
the Educatlon of Young Children (NAEYC) as prov1d1ng high quality care
rer_nained the same. across both the 1994 and 1996 samples (6%). This suggests:
that although child care quallty is improying, many centers do not yet meet the

‘highest standards of quality.

. Group Slze and Teacher-Child Ratlos
'_Cthdren s care is more llkely to be developmentally appropnate if there are
o ‘fewer children in the class (e, sma_ller group 51zes)_and more teachers per -

.chj_ldren (e, betterteacher-chjld'ratios).‘ Group sizes for infants and

' FPG-UNC Smart Start Evaluation Report ori Child Care in 1994 and 1996~ .~~~ " .. .4




- preschoolers were sll“ghtlil"srﬁaller in the 199’6-'sarﬁﬁfé?i{haﬁ"iﬁ'?iﬁe i994"s‘£:ﬁbie R
The median class size for infantsin 1994 (8) and 1996 (7) met the mfant class .
: s1ze recommended by NAEYC (8) Teacher-chrld rat10s were the same m the

1994 and 1996 samples

Teacher Education
Teachers with more education generally provide more appropriate care for
children (Whitebook, Howes, & Phillips, 1989). More child care teachers in the
1996 sarnple hacl some college or community college coursework than.- dld

g teachers in the 1994 sample (59% and 48%, ,respectiyelyj, an‘d fewer teachers in
1996 had a h1gh school education or l.ess. Thrs i.rnprovernent:li‘nv teacher

education was also evident in the sample of 91 centers visited both years.

Compensation

Although teachers in the 1996 sample were better educated, they were not

generally better compensated. Teachers in 1 996 earned an average of $6.00 an

hour, compared to $5.77 earned by teachers in 1994. -Thepercent of centers
- offermg retirement heneﬁts did not change over. time. The percent of centers

offering health insurance was sllghtly h1gher in 1996 than in 1994

Teacher Turnover -
.Keep1ng teacher tumover low is key to prov1d1ng lugh quahty care Hav1ng
.' warm relatlonshlps wrth consistent caregrvers fosters chlldren ] development
When caregivers change frequently, they cannot get_ tc_ know each_.' child and his | _

- :or,her‘ uni'queileanling styles. The average (tnean) ti.lrhol\"er rate for. lead o

*' FPG-UNC Smart Start Evaluation Repori on Child Caré in 1994 and 1996 .
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i-;teachers across all Centers was approxunately the same in- both the 1994 and

'I’?"" : 1996 samples (29% and 32%, respectrvely) Notably, some ch11d care centers

'. ' d1d not have any teachers leave dunng the prevrous year..In’ 1994 34% of the

= ':f--centers had no lead teacher tumover 1n the prevrous year In 1996 39% had no -

."'lead teacher tumover In the ch11d care centers that expenenced turnover the L

) average tumover rate for lead teachers was 47% in 1994 and 54% in 1996

These tumover rates are sumlar to those reported in a 1990 national survey of

SO 'chrld care centers (Klsker Hofferth Phrlhps & Farquhar 1991) arid a are o much’

hrgher,tha.n.the 10% tumover rate among public school teachers.

| _Po_or‘Clhildr:en Served
.More .centers in the 1996 sample than in 1994 served children who received |
_ govemment subsidies, providing opportunities for more children from loW- |
: incorne farrﬁlles to participate in preschool programs. The increased number of

. centers serving children who receive government subsidies was also seen in the

"sa.mpl'e of 91 cénters. The median percent of subsidlied«children per center was  ©

similar in bfo_th the 1994 and 1996 samples (38% vs. 40%).

Chlldren wnth Dlsabllltles
--More centers in 1996 than in 1994 served children with disabilities, suggestrng |
: that there are more opp_ortunities in the community for young children with

i disabilities ft"of be served in settings with typically developing children. o

L ‘Dtrectors reported more resources and supports avallable for staff who serve

- chrldren wrth dlsabllltles partrcularly trarmng and resource materrals about :

FPG— UNC Smart Start Evaluailon Report on Chrld Care in I 994 and I 996




.. children with disabilities. - .. -

. Screening ~Seﬁices
: More ch11d care centers in the 1996 eample provrded vrsron heanng, dental and
;.'.speechllanguage screenrngs to chrldren compared to-the- 1994 sample Slxty-
. _. ‘seven percent (67%) of the centers prov1ded some type of developmental
screening in 1994. In 1996, 79% of the centers pro_vided some t};fpe of
screening. The increase in center-based screening wan also eVident in the-
' sarnple of 91 centers visited in both years.'. Tlre 'increaéed nurnber of _child'c_are_r
center screening p_rqgrarns may be due to local Smart Start effcrts,_to,.irnprc):ve.
iocal screening._ efr;;rts to .identif;and tréat ch‘ildren’s problemsasearlyas

possible.

Participation in Smart étart
The percent of centers in the sample participating in one or more Smart Start .
quality improvement efforts remained approximately the sarne i‘_n_ 15_96 as in

- 1994. However, more centers in the 1996 sa.mpIe recei\red_onQSite_. technical
o _assmtance and more: centers rece1ved funds to move to a hlgher 11cenemg level
~lMore center d1rectors in 1996 than in 1994 also reported using a Smart Start-

. sponsored lending.library. The mcreased partlcrpatron in on-'site techmcal '

o _ __assrstance and use of lendmg llbranes were also ev1dent in the sample of centers ﬂ_. )

. vrsrted in both: 1994 and 1996




S :{Con,c_lu's,ions‘ ,j'f .

More child care centers in the p10neer partnerships were prov1d1ng care of’ higher quality .A -
for young children in 1996 compared to 1994 Chrld care centers in the 1996 sample were also :
‘ more likely to employ better educated teachers prov1de developmental screemngs to children ] .' :
and to .enroll chlldren w1th disabilities as well as ch1ldren from low income families ;I'hese‘ -
ﬁndings suggest that Smart Start partner‘ships have been successful in improving the quality and
- lquantity of child care services_ for preschoolers. |
T However, mo.St' Chlld care centers 1nth1s study provi'ded.care :of an average;or even '
mediocre quality :that generally does not create the responsive learning environment needed to
" maximize :children’s development and help ensure that they enter school prepared_ to succeed.

Teacher compen‘sation and mrnover rates—two factors important in providing high quality
care—also did not change be@een 1994 and 1996. These data suggest that child care for many
preschoolers in North Carolina is still not of’high quality.
| North Carolina demonstrated 1ts comrmtrnent to young ch11dren by, creating Smart Start in
-1993 Since then the ﬁrst set of partnershlps have worked hard to 1mprove the quality of ch11d
~care as a way of- ensuring that all children enter school prepared to succeed. The data from this
report suggest that these partnerships have been successful in 1mprov1ng the quality.of ch11d care
and should be encouraged to continue their child care quality 1mprovement efforts. The Smart
Star_t evaluation team will continue to monitor the quality of child- care in these partnerships by

visiti_ng pres,chool cla§srooms and gathering data again from child care centers in the fall of 1998..

-’1‘2'
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- Appendix A

Child Care Data From All"Pi_'oneér Partnershiﬁs :
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All Piéhéef'?drine;shzﬁs_

' Appendlx A contalnstablesof detalled 1nformat10n summanzedm the mam body of the
report. The first table includes the number }_ofv.cen‘te.rs \Eisijéa in,. éach_ paﬁershp 1n 1994 and
1996. The _remaihi'n;?gl tables pf%ée:ht ihfo'rr_ﬁfcit‘i'o‘xfl'bdesc'ri:bi_x'}é niuilt.i'zj)_le .a'spects.'o.'f ﬁ_lé child*céﬁé L
centers, stéff,. and services pfovided ,in-th'e.q\;.era'll saﬁl.l.al.e o'fchiic_l care céhters ﬁom the 12 '

pioneer partnerships. Not all types of data could be gétheréd from each center, so the total

number of centers (or staff) included in c_;,ach analysis is presénted at the top of each t‘ablev.

e FPG.UNC Sn_za.rt Start Evc;zlizg'tié_rg Rez.iﬁorit-_on Child Ca}e m 1994 qn_éf.1996' L '_ : S e "'. 10



o All P_iOhéé}‘ Partnersths AR

" Nuniber:of Centers Visited in 1994 and 1996. . .~ -

T 1T

1996 ¢

--:N;lmber'Vli.sitedl..'- S

| Buike -

16

T

- . Both Years_ " -

10

:”,:Cdm@n:

Rt

.‘,“' *.. :Alnl‘ . . « .

3

S Clevetand.

| Cumberland

‘28

27

R

11

Davidson

18

17

11

| Halifax

11 = e

Hertford

Jones

-| Mecklenburg

24

25

Orange

15

19

10 .

14

‘Stanly

Regiori-A '

Overall .

26

184

- 27

188

91 .

2 FPG'UNCSmartStart _I:_;{Idlué'ition’Re;p;)pi-i. 'o'n.(,;h‘i[éy'cq’:e}n ] 99 _4_:d nd1996 i n
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Al Pibneef Pa'.r.tne'rsh;zl'j.)'sff tit

L1994 T 1996
PR s . Sample - .| - Sample
b . Variable = |17 N=166 . | N=187
- | Church Sponsored e 7 S IR ) B
| o 20% L 22%
_| Developmental Day Care . - - . S 0 v
-‘ . —4-').{: E : ‘A'_ > L ‘,,3% A”,:',:; a S0% e e .
| Franchise : ' N 4. -7 L
- N o 2% L 4% ' :
Head Start .19 : ) 29
, . _ ‘ - 1% o 16%
Independent . ' 79 ‘ 79
1 S e T I T ".48%-;: o ’~42%. .
"Othier = : s -7 18 26
: , . ' 11% T 14%
Public Preschool ' -7 5
' 4% . 3%

Type of'License

1994 : 1996
Sample : Sample
Variable N=184 N=188
A 101 o 84
T . ' . "55% ' © 45%
S ' 38% . - | 49%
GS Exempt , ' 9 : 8
- . ' 5% 4%
Other ' 4 "4
- 2% . 2%

N FPG-UNC ;Smaft.Stqrt_quIitqiioh Report on Chil;I' Care -in'19-94 ahdl‘1-996 . e o B 12 .
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Child Care Center Characteristics

All Pioneer Parmerships

1996

1994
Sample Sample
Variable N =101-165*% N=110-187*

Centers accredited by NAEYC 10 12

6% 6%
Centers in NAEYC accreditation 21 28
process 13% 15%
Not for profit centers 94 111

57% 59%
Median’ lead teacher turnover rate 18% 20%

(range) , (0%-250%) (0%-240%)
Median assistant teacher turnover

rate 8% 14%
(range) (0%-450%) (0%-600%)

Median monthly fee for infants
(Birth - 11 mos.)

$275

$300

(range) ($160-$600) ($160-$760)
Median monthly fee for toddlers

(12 - 35 mos.) $260 $282
(range) ($156-$563) ($152-$650)
Median monthly fee for preschoolers

(36 - 60 mos.) $240 $260
(range) ($138-$550) ($120-$622)

'The median is the middlemost score in a distribution below which half the scores fall. When the data contain at
least 1 extreme score, as do these, the median is more appropriate to report than the mean (arithmetic average)
because it is less influenced by the extreme score(s).
*The number of respondents (N) is low for some variables because some of the centers did not enroll infants or

. toddlers, and some centers did not have assistant teachers.

FPG-UNC Smart Start Evaluation Report on Child Care in 1994 and 1996 13
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-+ - Services Provided by Centers =~ -

. Variable

1994 |

L Sample

199 |

Sample

.Centers proVidifng wgeléend care

 N=162-166

-2
1%

. N=185-187

-2
1% -

; .--5,.-'.{‘_‘:"_Cel"ltél“s- providing evening care: P R

5%

SRESE
7%

'Ceﬁters providing 24 hour care

2
1%

3
2%

|, Centers providing par.t'-tiinc care

. 81
49%

110 ..
59% -

‘| Centers providing before/after school
care L

86
52%

99
53%

Centers providil_lg'sick child care

2%

3%

‘Centers providing transportation

87
53%

104
56%

N Centers providing meals

151

177

! Centers providing vision screening

91%

82
51%

- 95%

11

Centers providing'ﬁéaring screening

77
47%

60%

120
-64%

| Centers providing dental screening -

~ 50
31%

87
47%

| ‘Centers providing speech/language
screening :

96
59%

127 .
68%

| Centers prov_idin'g' develo’pl'ne‘nta}. :

96 -

106

~| screening/assessment -

59% -

. 57%. .

Al Pionecr Partrerships- .

o . FPG-UNC Smart Start Evaluation Report on Cliild Care in 1994 and 1996
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TR L e T B N AlleoneerPartnershlps

 Children Served

1994 ] 19%
S oo sample | Sample
xv&mmep~—-ﬂ“.'f‘qN=m6' | . N=187

Centers servmg at leastlchlld w1tha - 66 . 87
dlsablllty R S 40% L 47%.

' Centers servmg chlldrex_l who recelve . '_'l4,8' e o172
‘government . subsndles D 8% . T 92%

Med ian' percent of ‘sixbsidiZe(l : 38% 40%
children per center. 1 (1%-100%) (1%-100%)
(range) o o

Director Education

1994 1996
o _ Sample ' Sample
Variable - N=166 ' N=187

Directors who have a Bachelor s _ 65 79
Degree or hlgher : o 39%% . 42%

Lead Teacher.'_Educa‘tion

1994 | 19%
AR . | . Sample Sample
s Variable : .- N=968 : N=1057

Teachers w1th a Bachelor s Degree or. 134 165
higher - . 14% 16%
Teachers with some college or-. ‘
-community college coursework (but | . 468 623
_without a Bachelor"s Degree) . . 48% . 59%

_ Teachers w1thah|gh school | 1 366 . 269
: educatlon orless T o 38% S r 0 25%

'The median is the mlddlemost score in a dlsmbutlon below whlch half the scores fall.” " When the. data contain at
. least 1 extreme score, as do these; the median is miore- approprlate to report than the mean (anthmetlc average)
- ’because it 1s less mﬂuenced by the extreme score(s) R ol o :

R jF:PGrUIYC'Sinart Start EVal:{a.tlofi.f!_epor_i'oiz' _(;‘hild_ Care in '1994_'a‘r_ui' 1996 . <. . . R 15
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Tralnlng Actnvntles for Center Staff

"-.var"iglme, s

1994
Sample

1996

Sample - '
N_ 2128:2136

; N 1817-1821

' ' Staff who partlclpated in on-snte 1246 1633
'.workshops or technlcal assustance ", 68% . 77%
_;..Staffwho attended workshops lll ‘the - | A I. A3430 -y -5 1507 e
’ ’ 'county : . o 74% L N%
Staff who attended workshops outsxde 523 -~ 690
the county : 29% 32%
'Staff who attended. county-level . 348 _ 470
= professnonal orgamzatlon meetings T 19% T 22%
Staff who attended courses ina 576 608
commumty college 32% 29%
Staff who attended courses in a four- . 96 151
year college - 5% 7%

Partlclpatlon in T.E.A.C. H. (Teacher Education and Compensatlon
Helps) : :

1994 1996
R ' -Sample Sample
"Variable ° ~ N =166 N=187
Centers with at least 1 staff member 69 85
partlclpatlng in T.E.A.C.H. 42% 45%

- FPG-UNC Smiart Start Evaluation Report o Child Care in'1994 and 1996



. ,Téa,'éher"_Compens'dt_'iop & Beneﬁts :

" All Pioneer Partnerships

1994 1996
: . ..Sample . ‘Sample
Vanable N =157-166 . N=179-187
Medlan Typrcal Hourly Wage for $5.77 '$6.0(')
,Teachers ($4.25-316.77) .(83.75-815.00) -
. | (range) - S -
‘| Centers offermg paid maferi;ity-legVe_"i A 32 - 38 .-
] ' " 19% . 21%
"Centers _oﬁe'rihg paid sick/personal . i1 138
leave- 67% 74%
.Centers offermg reduced chlld care 110 128
| fees ¢ o > 66% - 2% -
Centers offering extra bay/ﬁme off for 113 144
meetings outside work hours ' 68% 77%
Centers Qﬁering_ extra pay/time off for 117 145
training 70% 78%
Centers covering full/partial cost of 141 174
training ' 85% 93%
Centers offermg yearly cost.of living 103 103
raise 62% 56%
Centers’ paymg full/partxal cost of . 55 69
retlrement plan - 33% 37%
Centers paying full/partral cost of 67 92
life insurance : 41% - 50%
Centers paying full/partxal cost of 33 47
dental insurance 20% 26%
Centers paymg full/partial cost of 85 113
health insurance 52% 61%
Centers paying fulVbarﬁal cost of . 47 66
disability insurance. 28% 36%

'The median i is the mnddlemost score in a dnstrnbutlon below. which half the scores fall. When the data contain at
least 1. extreme score, as do these, the median is more approprlate to report than the mean (anthmenc average)
,because 1t is less mﬂuenced by the extreme score(s) R

.- FPG-UNC Smart S{ar't Evaluation R_epbrt_ on Chf[d Caré'.z'r_z 1994 and 1996 o S W A
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"::_.:":jCl_assil:'j()‘_oitlIi;fol;métiont Group :Sji'z.e"-‘iil.ld..Ri-i_ﬁ(;S' '

All Pioneer Partnerships

1994

_ 199 .
SO . Sample- .| . Sample - :
: _.Variab’le . N=65-160* N=73-179* |
v ‘Medlan class snze for infants (Blrth - 8.0 7.0
S 1 mos) < (2.0-23.0) (2.0-14.0)
- "(range) o o
_ OA Medlan class sme for toddlers (12 35 9:3' 90 B
"| mos.) (3.5-26.3) (3.5-30.5)
(range)
‘Median class size for preschoolers _ 15.0 14.0
| (36 -.60 mos) . (4:5-31.0) . (5.0-35.0y
| (range) - Lo L
Median teacher:child ratio for 1:4 1:4
infants (1:1-1:9) (1:2-1:8)
(range)

“ Median teacher:child ratio for 1:6 .16
toddlers (1:2-1:12) (1:2-1:12)
(range)

Median'teacller:child ratio for 1:9 : 19
preschoolers (1:3-1:18) (1:2-1:18)

(range)

'"The medlan |s the mxddlemost score in a dlstnbutlon below which half the scores fall When the data contain at
least 1 extreme score, as do these, the median is more appropriate to report than the mean (anthmetlc average)
_because it is less influenced by the extreme score(s).

*The number of respondents (N) is low for some variables because some of the centers v1s1ted dld not enroll mfants

. or toddlers

.

FPG-UNC Smirt Start Evaliation Report on Child Care in 1994 and 1996
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4l Pioneer Partriers .’6’53 =

R .Vanable

| Sample
N 177-180;"., |-

: ’Total ECERS score -Mean .

43

i "; 185-188

45

|- f ,(2.5;6;3)..:5-‘ f

(2.0¢

6.6) . " o TR

Mean -
. (range)

ECERS Furmshlngs & Dlsplay - . -

42

Coas
@870 -

~ECERS La Vg)__ ﬂ‘g' :__&:Reasomng ==

o :ECERS Fine/Gross. Motor—Mean
. -=(range)

':(3062)1 o

B »ECERS Creatlve Actlvmes—Mean
'(range)

43
(2.4-6.6)

.(3265)

' (24-6.6)

47

: ‘_ECERS Soclal Development-Meanj ‘

‘ (range)

38
(1.8-‘6.7)

L (22-6.5)

43 - -

. 'ECERS Adult Needs—Mean

42

s 47 -

- ?_T:hiejsei)‘re~i'§-.ba;ed'0n:'ECER;Su'ifexﬂs;i.l

'(range) D

(1 8- 70) .

o

’3|2,_n'6£ mcludmg adult rieeds 1tems '

@O0 ]
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s T .dlsabllltles

Servmg Chlldren Wlth Specnal Needs

, 1994"'"75'
".Sample o
N=165 "

1996
Sample

N = 185-186 '

. Variable -

tralmng focusmg on chlldren w1th

A

*Centers reportmg the avallablhty of B REEE

L1060
6%

142

it Centel_'s,l_'epo'rtihg the availability of - |

117

140"

oh-site consultation'fro‘m specialists

Centers reportlng the avallablhty of |’
% .| resource matenals ST :

1%

99.

75%

140

: _7‘5%‘-__»:, C e

Centers reportlng the avallablllty of -
financial incentives )

36
22%

53 -
28%.




o o o s s
>

v

1994

1996

R ~Sample Sample
Variable N=165 " N=187
' .Inadequaté-st'aff training 62 56
' - - 38% 30%
| Class'sizes:are too large . B - 54 e R 54
o 33% . 29%
Resistance among families of 8 15
currently enrolled children 5% 8%
Resistance among staff j - 19 . 22.
- R 12% - 12%
Initial staff uncertainfy in abilities 51 - 49
- 31% 26%
Special resources/services hot 20 12
available 12% 6%
Modifications would have to be 42 50
made to facility and/or program 25% 27%
Characteristic of child with : .
disability presents problem (e.g., 51 54
'| disability too severe) - 31% 29%
Family Involvement
1994 1996
Sample Sample
Variable N=165 N=187
| Centers that have an advisory group 98 117
or board of directors " 59% 63%
Median' percent of parent . : i
1 representatives on advisory group 29% . 23%

or board of directors
-| (range)

(0%-100%)

(0%-100%),

e o _ SR - : o o | ;All.leééeer.I;artn.er.'ship:s:
. - Difficulties Serving Children With Special Needs- - . - .~~~ -

"The median is the middlemost score in a distribution be‘low‘whlch half the scores fall. When the data contain at,
least | extreme score, as do these, the median is more appropnate to report than the mean (arlthmetlc average)
. _’_,-'because 1t is less mﬂuenced by the extreme score(s)

- FPG-UNC Smart Start Evaluation Report on Child Care in' 1994 and 1996 "~
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| "'-'-:\All onneer 'Partnersths

--‘.N 166 .

. 1996 R
Sample T

'Centers recelvmg any type of Smart i

| Start beneﬂt

i 'Variable e

158 -
95%

s

"f,iiag_-_t_rai!'i_ﬁg;.-.-}

e e e
AN

156
83%": o

T 'Centers recewnng on-site technlcal

D67
40%:

108 .

- .ass1stance

;Centers recewnng hlgher subsndy

.73

'58%

66 .
J.j,_35'%~_’;‘.‘ RN

- - }rate (in general) LT ne

‘ _‘ Centers’ recelvmg hlgher subsldy
rate. because they meet hlgher o

MY

45
27%

55
29%

1 standards

‘Centers recelvmg funds to lmprove
i quallty by purchasnng new
1 equlpment or renovatlng

118

71M1%

131
70%

) Centers receiving funds to improve
~ .quallty by purchasing educatlonal

64%

117
63%

I materlals

L ':.Centers recewnng funds to achleve a '
PR hlgher level of llcensmg S

25
15% -

26% v |

'Centers recelv1ng funds to. achleve
- NAEYC accredltatlon

15
9%

E
13% -

. Centers recenvxng funds to i lmprove

18

21 © .
1% . .

servnces for chlldren w1th dlsabllltles .

1 Centers using teaéher substitute pool

- 11%.

-30

.18% g

TR
20%

:Centers us1ng transportatlon e
-"| services - :

."_,'21% o

e

A Cé@texs‘ sinig lending library

e

31%

51% -

. FPG-UNC SmartStart Evaluationi Réporfon Child Care in 1994 and 1996 - ..
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